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VIA EMAIL AND OVERNIGHT DELIVERY 

Walter Mugdan, Director 
Emergency and Remedial Response Division 
United States Environmental Protection Agency, Region 2 
290 Broadway - 19th Floor 
New York. New York 10007 

Re: Standard Chlorine Chemical Co. Inc. Superfund Site 

Dear Mr. Mugdan: 

On behalf of Thermo Fisher Scientific Inc. (Thermo Fisher), please accept this 
response to the General Notice Letter dated March 13, 2012 (GNL) issued to 
Thermo Fisher with respect to the Standard Chlorine Chemical Co. Inc. Site in 
Kearny, New Jersey (Site). Thermo Fisher is disappointed that the USEPA issued 
the GNL. We respectfully request that the USEPA consider the points set forth in 
this letter before taking any further action in this matter. 

At the most fundamental level, the GNL erroneously stated that Apogent 
Technologies, Inc., a Thermo Fisher subsidiary, is the corporate successor to The 
Tanatex Chemical Corporation (Tanatex), which operated a textile chemical 
formulating business at two leased buildings at the Site from 1954 to 1963. Even if 
this were true, it would not justify identifying Thermo Fisher - a separate corporate 
entity - as a PRP with respect to the Site. However, as set forth in more detail 
below, this is simply not true. Thermo Fisher's CERCLA §104(e) Response 
(Response) established with concrete documentary evidence that Tanatex's actual 
corporate successor is Apogent Transition Corporation (ATC). ATC is a separate 
corporate entity whose stock is indirectly held by Thermo Fisher. Moreover, ATC 
has no assets (except possible insurance rights) and has conducted no business 
since at least the 1990's. These circumstances must be taken into account if the 
USEPA contemplates that any Thermo Fisher subsidiary may have any future 
funding role with respect to the Site. 

Moreover, there is no evidence that any hazardous substance was released on the 
leasehold of Tanatex during the period of its operation at the Site. The Response 
described in detail the material handling practices of Tanatex at the Site based on 
the personal recollection of the President and Vice President of Tanatex during the 
relevant period. The Response not only reported their statements that Tanatex did 
not create industrial waste or release chemicals, but explained why this was the 
case in light of the nature of Tanatex's business (simple mixing operations, 
performed inside, under close and careful supervision) 
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The July 21, 2011 letter submitted by the Group of Cooperating Parties (PRPs) to 
the USEPA as a supposed rebuttal to Thermo Fisher (PRP Letter) offers not one 
shred of evidence to contradict any statement in the Response. All the PRPs can 
offer is aggressive, but empty, rhetoric and their assertion that "conventional 
knowledge regarding housekeeping and chemical management procedures during 
the period of interest" suggests releases occurred. PRP Letter, at 2. However, 
"conventional knowledge" is not evidence. Moreover, if such an understanding truly 
represents "conventional knowledge", then the convention is faulty. Environmental 
records document that many chemical formulating businesses operate today much 
the same way as Tanatex did - mixing chemicals in interior production spaces - and 
never experience any releases to the environment. A well-managed formulating 
business in the 1950's, such as Tanatex, obviously could have done the same. 

In their Letter, the PRPs spend most of their effort, not on the factual statements in 
the Response (which they are obviously without evidence to contradict), but rather 
on the assertions in this firm's letter that accompanied the Response (Cover Letter) 
- which pointed out that the environmental conditions of Lot 50 of the Site (the 
portion of the Site containing the two buildings leased by Tanatex) can be explained 
entirely by the operations of Standard Chlorine Chemical Company and its 
subsidiary Chloroben Chemical Corp. (collectively, SCCC). We take this opportunity 
to show (as set forth below) that the contentions of the PRPs in this regard are 
inaccurate, irrelevant and/or completely unsupported. However, as an initial matter, 
it is important to note that the inferences to be drawn (or not drawn) from the 
environmental sampling data are a secondary matter. The primary issue is whether 
any evidence exists that a disposal of hazardous substances occurred on the 
Tanatex leasehold during the period of its operation. As already noted, because no 
such evidence exists, Tanatex's successor cannot be liable for the current 
conditions ofthe Site under CERCLA §107(a)(2). 

Thermo Fisher's subsidiary Apogent Technologies is not a successor to Tanatex 

As noted above, the GNL erroneously states that Apogent Technologies is a 
successor to Tanatex. As was carefully described in the Response, in 1970, 
Tanatex merged into a New York corporation named Sybron Corporation. It is 
particularly important to keep the corporate lineage straight to note that this was a 
corporation of the State of New York. Response, Exhibit C. In 1986, this Sybron 
Corporation - a New York corporation - merged into Sybron Transition Corp. 
Response, Exhibit D. In 2002, Sybron Transition Corp. changed its name to ATC. 
Response, Exhibit E. 

The confusion in the GNL arises from its statement that "Sybron Corporation ... 
merged into Sybron International Corp., which in turn, changed its name to Apogent 
Technologies Inc." GNL, at 1-2. However, the Sybron Corporation that merged into 
Sybron International Corp. was a Delaware corporation. Moreover, this merger 
occurred in 1994, eight years after the Sybron Corporation relevant to the Tanatex 
lineage - the New York corporation - merged into Sybron Transition Corp. Articles 
of Merger of Sybron Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, into Sybron International 
Corporation, a Wisconsin Corporation (Jan. 25, 1994), attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
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As the corporate documents referenced above make clear, the corporate successor 
of Tanatex is ATC, not Apogent Technologies. 

The PRPs' attack on Thermo Fisher's Response is unwarranted 

Thermo Fisher expended a great deal of effort to research, prepare and carefully 
document its responses to the questions posed by the USEPA in its CERCLA 
§104(e) request. We believe that the detailed Response Thermo Fisher submitted 
reflects this effort. Perhaps frustrated that the Response does not convey the story 
they were hoping to read, the PRPs' "rebuttal" letter indulges in hyperbolic rhetoric 
attacking the Response as "misleading ... overreaching, speculative and inaccurate 
... [and] an attempt to obfuscate." PRP Letter, at 2. This rhetoric conveys no 
information and is not conducive to a productive dialogue and exchange of 
perspectives. This is particularly so in light of the fact that the Response was 
based on solid evidence (and candidly stated where this evidence was unavailable) 
whereas (as shown below), the PRP Letter is based on unsupported or irrelevant 
assertions. 

Contrary to PRPs' insinuations, Thermo Fisher accurately characterized SCCC's 
use of Dichlorobenzene on Lot 50 

The weaknesses of the PRPs' technical arguments are highlighted by the fact that 
they begin with an attack on the use of the word "processing" in the Cover Letter to 
describe Standard Chlorine's operations on Lot 50. They contend that Standard 
Chlorine "never processed any DCB [Dichlorobenzene] or TCB [Trichlorobenzene] 
in any building on Lot 50." PRP Letter, at 3-4. 

This is a semantic tempest in a teapot. As an initial matter, whatever SCCC did with 
DCB on Lot 50, it at least sometimes called these actions "processing." As SCCC's 
subsidiary Chloroben stated in its 1993 ISRA filing relating to Lot 50 "from 1962 to 
1982, Standard Chlorine Chemical Co. ('SCC') processed bulk dichlorobenezenes 
to make paradichlorobenzenes solids and liquid technical orthodichlorobenzene at 
the site." Chloroben, Site Evaluation Submission, Description of Past Operations, p. 
1 (June 14, 1993), attached hereto as Exhibit B (emphasis added). 

Perhaps the PRPs mean that SCCC never performed chemical reactions to 
synthesize DCB on Lot 50. If so, this is irrelevant. Whether described as 
"processing" or not, SCCC clearly handled and spilled significant quantities of DCB 
on Lot 50, which is the reason DCB has been found in the soil of Lot 50 at 
concentrations up to 11,800 ppm. Remedial Investigation Report (RIR), Table 5-6, 
p. 5-22 (1993). The semantic hairsplitting is meaningless. There can be no question 
that SCCC contaminated portions of Lot 50 with DCB - whatever word is used to 
describe its operations there. 

PRPs cite no credible environmental evidence of a release of TCB by Tanatex on 
Lot 50 

Thermo Fisher's Cover Letter pointed out that the environmental sampling data from 
Lot 50 suggests that TCB is present on the Site due to releases of DCB handled by 
SCCC (in which traces of TCB would have present). This is because TCB is found 
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on Lot 50 only where DCB is also found in much higher concentrations. Moreover, 
where TCB and DCB are found together in meaningful concentrations in the soil of 
Lot 50, the concentration of TCB as a percentage of the total of TCB+DCB is below 
3%, about what might be expected based on literature regarding the concentration 
of TCB traces in commercial DCB. Cover Letter, p. 5.1 

In response, the PRPs accuse Thermo Fisher of attempting to mislead the USEPA 
by ignoring the sampling results from sample location SB-2A reported in Table 5-6 
of the 1993 RIR, in which (PRPs claim) TCB represents 30% of the combined 
TCB+DCB. However, the PRPs are relying on data that are utterly meaningless 
because they are all estimated concentrations below detection limits. In presenting 
their argument, the PRPs significantly altered the data relating to SB-2A from how 
they actually appear in the RIR. As the highlighted excerpt from Table 5-6 shown 
below clearly indicates, all of the TCB and DCB concentrations reported for sample 
location SB-2A are estimated "J" values, which are only about half or less than half 
ofthe samples' stated "D.L." (detection limit). 

TABLE S-6 
SUMMARY OF ANALYTICAL DATA 

SOIL BORINGS 
VOLATILE AND SHMTVOLATDLE ORGANICS 

SCCC, KEARNY. NJ 

LAB NUMBER 
SAMPLE NUMBER 

HA3SH 
MW-2L 

CDHC D i . 

CB2I69 
SB-2A 

CONC. D.L. 
SB-2B 

CONC DJ.. 

CB21T7 
SB-3A 

CONC- D.L. 1 

V D C . f « « f t « ) 
Chtonmettiwc ND 1100 ND 13 ND moo ND 1400 
Acetone NA NA 16 13 4300 J 71000 ND 1400 

2-Bmncne NA NA ND 13 ND 71000 450 J 1400 
U.WMeltaoetfuDe ND 400 ND 13 ND 7xno 360 J 1400 
Carbon Tetrachloride ND 303 ND 13 ND 71000 ND 1400 
Benzene ND 47} ND 13 48000 J 71000 320 J 140(1 

l>DicHoo3rtiei< NA NA ND 13 ND 71000 ND 1400 
ChkiwjbcTismr BMDL 640 ND 13 220000 71000 15000 1«0 
Toluene NA 649 1 JB 13 960 J 71000 ICO J 1400 
Xylene NA NA ND 13 ND 71000 (to i * 0 

TemcMorea&Mg ND 440 3J 13 ND 71000 ND 1400 

SMenc NA NA ND 13 ND 71000 ND 1400 
BNA'! 
l^kblcrobeuene 1140 43) 6800 J 13000 9200000 1200000 400000 12000 
l^Oicklombenzaie 833 460 3300 J 13000 1300000 1200000 410000 12000 
1,4Diclfoeobcn»ie 1290 1100 3400 J 13000 1 1300000 1200000 430000 12000 
Nwtthjfene 3220 3S0 5300 J 130001 ND 1200000 ND 12000 
2 Methyl NacMtsiaie NA NA 6600 J 130001 ND 1200000 ND E2000 
1.2.4-TricMonrteiuOTc ND 460 6000 J 13000 1240000J DOOOOO 34000 12000 

However, in the table on page 7 of the PRP Letter (purportedly containing data 
taken from Table 5-6) the PRPs omitted the "J" that appears next to each 
concentration of TCB or DCB reported for sample SB-2A, as shown above. 

Obviously, no meaningful conclusions can be drawn by calculating ratios of low-
level concentrations that are estimated values, well below the detection limit and 
therefore, by definition, incapable of accurate quantification. All that can be reliably 
stated is that there were some concentrations of both TCB and DCB in sample SB-

1 Of particular significance, this pattern is observed in sample SB-2B collected from an area 
adjacent to the west side of Building 2 - an area used by Keaton or Crown Rubber Company 
during Tanatex's period of operation (and therefore completely inaccessible to Tanatex), but 
used to formulate drain cleaners containing DCB during Standard Chlorine's long tenure. 
Standard Chlorine, CERCLA §104(e) Response, p. 6 (July 21, 2008). The Building 2 soil 
sampling results establish beyond dispute that the DCB which SCCC released on Lot 50 
contained TCB in relatively low concentrations. 
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2A. The PRPs' effort to draw meaningful conclusions from the analyses of this 
sample by ignoring the qualifiers placed on these data is invalid and inappropriate.2 

The PRPs also claim that sediment data from the drainage ditch that traverses the 
center of the Site contradict Thermo Fisher's contentions because they show TCB 
concentrations up to 16% of TCB+DCB. However, although the PRPs tendentiously 
refer to this ditch as the "Lot 50 drainage ditch," this ditch historically received 
SCCC's wastewater discharges, rendering sediment data from the ditch completely 
meaningless to the question of whether TCB was released by Tanatex on Lot 50. 
Indeed, the PRPs particularly rely upon samples from sample locations 3 and 4 
collected during the RIR. However, the RIR specifically states that "[locations 3 and 
4 were near the head of the two ditch branches" and that location "3 is near the 
NPDES outfall." RIR, p. 4-14. The RIR elsewhere states that "SCCC also estimated 
that 1,500 pounds per year of 1,2,4-trichlorobenzene were released in air emissions 
and 5,000 pounds per year were released in wastewater discharge." RIR, p. 1-7 
(emphasis added). The existence of TCB releases on Lot 50 obviously cannot be 
inferred based on samples of sediment from a ditch that was impacted by significant 
TCB releases from operations on other parts of the Site.3 

The PRPs also cite soil analysis data that they claim were collected "during the 
barrier wall alignment investigation" from a location that appears to be near the 
property boundary of Lot 50. They claim these data show TCB at concentrations of 
1.8% to 15% of Total DCB+TCB. However, the PRPs have not supplied the report 
that purportedly presented these data from BW-18A, which limits our ability to 
comment upon them. No reliance should be placed upon these unverified sampling 
results. 

In any event, the PRPs fail to explain how Tanatex could have been responsible for 
TCB in a location on the border ofthe Seacoast site that is hundreds of feet from the 
two buildings it leased on Lot 50. In the absence of any evidence of how TCB from 
Tanatex could have reached a location so remote from its operations, the barrier 
wall sample BW-18A provides no evidence of a Tanatex contribution to the TCB 
present on Lot 50. 

2 We note that the concentration of TCB in sample SB-2B from Building 2 upon which we 
relied is also an estimated concentration below method detection limit. However, unlike the 
PRPs, Thermo Fisher clearly indicated this data qualifier (J) and its meaning in the table that 
appears on page 5 of the Cover Letter. Moreover, for purposes of the point made in the 
Cover Letter, the fact that this TCB concentration is an estimated value is completely 
irrelevant. The DCB concentrations in that sample were relatively high (11,800 ppm) and 
were not estimated. On the other hand, the estimated TCB concentration was relatively low 
(240J ppm). Whether this TCB value is higher or lower than the true value by half (or more) 
would not alter the fundamental point made by the comparison: TCB is present on Lot 50, 
but only at a fraction of the DCB concentration, as would be expected at a DCB spill site. 
3 The PRPs also state - without citation to any evidence of any kind - that the septic 
systems in Buildings 1 and 3 used by Tanatex discharged to this ditch. PRP Letter, at 8. 
However, Thermo Fisher in its Response referred to Edison engineering drawings that 
showed that these buildings discharged to septic tanks. Response, at 23, Exhibit R. The 
PRP's baseless assertions should be entirely discounted. 



Mr. Walter Mugdan 
May 3, 2012 
Page 6 

Even if there were some locations on Lot 50 where the concentration of TCB in soil 
relative to DCB is significantly higher than the typical concentrations of TCB in 
technical grade DCB (-1.6% - USEPA, Support Document, Health Effects Test 
Rule: Chlorinated Benzenes, Table 2, p. 22 (June 1980)), this would still not 
constitute proof of a release of TCB by Tanatex. There are at least two reasons for 
this. First, as the PRPs themselves assert "DCB isomers are significantly more 
water-soluble, and consequently less adsorptive, than TCB." PRP Letter, p. 9. 
Accordingly, a gradual increase in the concentration of TCB relative to DCB in soil is 
exactly what one would expect as the DCB was subject to greater flushing away by 
water movement through the soil column over time. In soil more subject to water 
movement or with a greater affinity for binding TCB, the skewing of concentrations 
toward TCB would be more pronounced. This may be what occurred in the case of 
Sample BW-18A. 

Moreover, there is an alternative plausible explanation for the presence of TCB on 
Lot 50: releases of the TCB products processed by SCCC. Although, to our 
knowledge, SCCC has not acknowledged the use or release of TCB or TCB-related 
wastes on Lot 50, Standard Chlorine obviously released significant quantities of 
TCB on Lot 49 of the Site (where TCB was detected in soil at concentrations up to 
75,000 ppm). It is certainly plausible that at some time over the more than 25 years 
during which SCCC operated the entire Site, it took some action that intentionally or 
inadvertently moved a small amount of TCB from Lot 49 onto Lot 50. While this is 
entirely speculative at this time, the PRP Group engages in an equal degree of 
speculation in attributing releases to Tanatex based on nothing more than 
"conventional knowledge." At the very least, the possibility that SCCC moved some 
used equipment, containers or debris containing residual TCB from its processing 
area on Lot 49 to Lot 50 is no more remote than the possibility that well-run Tanatex 
for some reason chose to dump its valuable products onto the Site. In short, as 
stated in our Cover Letter, there is no reason to invent a release from the operations 
of Tanatex in order to explain the environmental conditions of Lot 50.4 

Thermo Fisher wishes to reiterate that it does not rely on the ratios between TCB 
and DCB in the environmental sampling data from Lot 50 to establish that no 
release of hazardous substances from the operations of Tanatex occurred. 
Instead, Thermo Fisher relies on the affirmative information presented in its 
Response that Tanatex did not conduct its operations in such a manner that would 
have led to such a release and the complete absence of any properly cognizable 
evidence establishing anything to the contrary. 

Thermo Fisher showed that nothing in the environmental sampling data 
necessitates the conclusion that a predominately TCB-containing product was ever 
released on Lot 50, particularly any product associated with Tanatex's operations in 

4 The PRPs go on at great length to assert that the highly skewed concentrations of TCB 
and DCB in the groundwater of Lot 50 (TCB as % of TCB+DCB of 0.15% to 0.4%) could be 
the result of various contaminant fate and transport considerations. At this time, Thermo 
Fisher does not take a position on the PRPs' assertions because they are irrelevant. The 
key point is that, like the soil sampling data from Lot 50, there is nothing in the groundwater 
sampling data that requires a release of a TCB product on an area of Lot 50 used by 
Tanatex to explain the ratios between DCB and TCB that are observed. 
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Buildings 1 and 3. Nothing presented by the PRPs in their Letter contradicts this 
conclusion. 

The PRPs' other contentions regarding the operations of Tanatex are erroneous 

The PRP Letter contains a number of additional inaccurate and unsupported 
characterizations of the operations of Tanatex and Thermo Fisher's Response. It 
would unnecessarily burden this letter to note all of these inaccuracies. The failure 
of Thermo Fisher to directly contradict any of these statements should not be 
regarded as an admission. However, we address a few of these assertions below. 

The PRPs inaccurately contend that the Response does not state how Tanatex 
addressed wastes from its operations on the Site. PRP Letter, at 2. First, the 
Response stated (and quoted in detail the explanation of Tanatex's President of the 
basis for this statement) that "the production operations that Tanatex used in Kearny 
did not create any by-products that became solid or liquid wastes requiring 
disposal." Response, at 15. The Response acknowledged that "Tanatex would 
have generated ordinary, non-hazardous trash similar to any commercial operation" 
and stated that Tanatex did not engage in any on-site disposal of such wastes. Id., 
at 21. Accordingly, the PRP's assertion is simply empty and inaccurate rhetoric. 

Without citation to any evidence, the PRPs make the unsupported assertion that 
Tanatex's operations would have necessitated "frequent vessel cleanings between 
batch operations." PRP Letter, at 2. To the contrary, the Response quoted a 
statement by the President of Tanatex that the material adhering to the side of a 
mixing tank "was squeegeed into the last, incomplete drum which, in turn, would be 
added to the next finished batch of the product." Response, at 15. The PRPs 
ignore this statement to invent a story that they apparently wish were true. 

For some reason, the PRPs make the point that the TCB that Tanatex may have 
purchased from Hooker Chemical contained only 97% 1,2,4-TCB and attempt to 
imply that the remaining 3% may have been DCB. PRP Letter, at 5. As an initial 
matter, the PRPs' characterization of the Hooker specification sheet is inaccurate. 
97% of 1,2,4-TCB is identified on the sheet as the product's minimum concentration. 
Moreover, the sheet goes on to state that the typical concentration of 1,2,3-TCB (as 
opposed to 1,2,4-TCB) is 2.3%. Contrary to PRPs' contention, this leaves only 
0.7% or less of the product (not 3%) that could constitute non-TCB materials, 
including DCB. 

However, the more significant point is that this is entirely irrelevant. The issue 
raised by Thermo Fisher in the Cover Letter and contested by PRPs is whether 
anything in the environmental sampling data from Lot 50 establishes that a release 
of a TCB product took place. The fact that TCB used by Tanatex may have 
contained up to 0.7% DCB cannot shed any light on whether releases of a TCB 
product took place. Lot 50 was contaminated with DCB because SCCC indisputably 
spilled significant amounts of it. Because of this, the presence of DCB in soil 
obviously cannot be a "marker" for TCB releases on the Site. Like its quibbling over 
our use of the word "processing" to describe SCCC's operations, PRPs here are 
raising red herring arguments to try to confuse the valid points we presented in the 
Cover Letter. 



Mr. Walter Mugdan 
May 3, 2012 
Page 8 

Finally, the PRPs raise further unproductive arguments regarding the estimates of 
chemical usage that Thermo Fisher presented in the Response. Thermo Fisher 
provided these estimates in a good faith effort to comply with the USEPA's §104(e) 
request; it believes that they are reasonable and stands by them. It is not necessary 
here to answer the PRPs contentions regarding these estimates; needless to say, 
Thermo Fisher disputes them. 

However, it is easy to see why these estimates are distasteful to the PRPs because 
they make clear that Tanatex's impact on the Site could be no more than de 
minimis, even if the PRPs speculative contentions that Tanatex dumped its products 
on the Site were true. 

The following table compares the usages of Chemicals of Concern naphthalene, 
DCB and TCB (COC) at the Site by the PRPs' predecessors and by Tanatex, as 
disclosed by §104(e) response and environmental reports. 

Company Usage of Chemicals of Concern (tons/yr) Years of Use Total COC 
Use (tons) 

% of Total 
Use 

Company 
Naphthalene DCB TCB* 

Years of Use Total COC 
Use (tons) 

% of Total 
Use 

White Tar 6,300s unknown unknown 1916-1933(18)6 113,400 21% 
Koppers7 9,300-16,000 

Mean: 12,600 
600-900 

Mean: 750 
unknown 1934-62 (29) 387,150 72% 

SCCC8 unknown 1,250 750 DCB: 1963-81 (19) 
TCB: 1970-80 (11) 

32,000 6% 

Tanatex n/a n/a 100-192 
Mean: 146 

1954-1963(10) 1,460 0.3% 

Total 534,010 
*Not including the trace TCB present in the DCB handled by Koppers and SCCC. 

This simple table reflects a number of simplifying assumptions. For one thing it 
overstates the relative responsibility of these parties because it ignores the 
contribution to the conditions of the Site related to the chromium ore processing 
residue generated by Diamond Shamrock and its predecessors, as well as any 
contribution by the battery manufacturer Emark Battery Corp. (Cooper Industries). 
Moreover, these chemical usage estimates necessarily vastly overstate the relative 
contribution by Tanatex to the conditions of the Site because it does not account for 
the fact that Tanatex (at the very least) did not discharge the chemicals it used as 
part of its regular operations (indeed, had no documented releases at all). On the 
other hand, the other parties listed in the table released large quantities of the 

5 White Tar's annual naphthalene usage is assumed to be one-half of the mean of Koppers' 
1954 usage range. This estimate is employed for illustration purposes only. The actual 
values could be higher or lower. 
6 Beazer East, CERCLA §104(e) Responses, at 3. 
7 Id., at. 3-4, 9 and Table 7. It should be noted that Beazer stated "the estimated volumes of 
materials used are based upon documents prepared in the early 1950s, and may or may not 
be representative of volumes of chemicals used at the Site before or after that period." Id., 
at 9. 
8 RIR, at 1-7. The estimated chemical use volumes and period of use do not include the 
unstated volume of DCB that SCCC "brought to the site in tank trucks and blended with an 
emulsifier" between 1981 and 1987. Id. 
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chemicals they used as a regular part of their operations. SCCC alone 
acknowledged discharging 12,600 pounds/year of waste to its on-site lagoons and 
5,000 pounds/year of TCB in its wastewater. RIR, at 1-7. 

The table set forth above is not intended to be a finely-tuned estimate of the relative 
contribution of the respective responsible parties. However, it does not need to be 
to make its point. No matter how these numbers are shaken and stirred and even if 
it were assumed that Tanatex released chemicals at a rate in any way comparable 
to the regular operational discharges of the other historical chemical operators on 
the Site (despite the lack of evidence that Tanatex discharged any hazardous 
substances at all), Tanatex's share of responsibility for the environmental conditions 
of the Site would still have to be accounted as de minimis. 

Thermo Fisher's willingness to engage in further dialogue with the PRPs 

As noted above, Thermo Fisher and ATC do not regard the aggressive posturing of 
the PRPs in the PRP Letter to be a productive method of initiating a dialogue among 
the parties regarding the Site. Nevertheless, Thermo Fisher and ATC remain willing 
to engage in a dialogue with the PRPs to determine if there is any mutually 
satisfactory basis by which any possible claims by the PRPs against ATC could be 
resolved. However, any such resolution must take into account the lack of evidence 
that Tanatex released any hazardous substances into the environment of the Site, 
its cfe minimis share of chemical usage in comparison to the other parties at the 
Site, the recognition that ATC is the corporate successor to Tanatex and the unique 
circumstances presented by ATC's financial status. Alternatively, we would be 
interested in hearing a direct discussion with Region 2 regarding these matters. 

Thermo Fisher appreciates your consideration of the matters set forth in this letter. 
If you have any questions concerning these matters, we would be pleased to 
woyide additional information. 

cc: Leena Raut, EPA 
Alison Hess, EPA 
Margaret Kelly, Esq., Standard Chlorine Chemical Corporation, Inc. 
Lori Mills, Esq., Tierra Solutions, Inc. and Occidental Chemical Corporation 
Charles McChesney II, Esq., Beazer East, Inc. 
Gary Gengel, Esq., Cooper Industries, LLC 
Davon Collins, Esq., Cooper Industries, LLC 
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IttttfiJ f&tuttB of America 
STATE OF WISCONSIN 

OFFICE OF THE 
SECRETARY OF STATE 

(So All In IBIjmn uJJtpur Jlrrurntn g>ljnll (Hnnir, (Smlimj: 

I , DOUGLAS La FOLLETTE, Secretary of State of the State of Wisconsin 
and Keeper of the Great Seal thereof, do hereby c e r t i f y that annexed copy 
has been compared by me with the document on f i l e i n t h i s Office and that 
the same i s a true copy thereof; and that I am the le g a l custodian of 
said document, and that t h i s c e r t i f i c a t i o n i s i n due form. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have 

Corporation Division 
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0 » S c > '*e9t,?v~A OF 
„ „ SYBRON CORPORATION, A DELAWARE CORPORATION 

i ? - A 9 : 3^ INTO 
* SYBRON INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION, A WISCONSIN CORPORATION 

The undersigned corporation hereby executes the following Articles of 

Merger: 

1. The names of the corporations which are parties to the Merger and the 

states in which such corporations are organized are as follows: 

Sybron Corporation, a Delaware corporation 

Sybron International Corpoiation, a Wisconsin corporation 

2. The surviving corporation shall be Sybron International Corporation, 

which shall be governed by the laws of the State of Wisconsin. 

3. The Agreement and Plan of Merger is attached as Exhibit A. 

4. The Agreement and Plan of Merger was approved by Sybron International 

Corporation in accordance with Section 180.1103 of the Wisconsin Business 

Corporation Law. 

5. The Agreement and Plan of Merger was approved by Sybron Corporation 

in accordance with Section 252 of the Delaware General Corporation Law. 

6. In accordance with the Agreement and Plan of Merger, the Merger is 

effective upon the later of (a) 5:00 o'clock p.m., Milwaukee, Wisconsin time, on 

January 31, 1994, or (b) the later of the filing of Articles of Merger with the 

office of the Wisconsin Secretary of State and the filing of__a_Certificate of 

Merger with the office of the Delaware Secretary of State. 

JfiN 2? 12:00PM 
#. # 

13088P'DCORF-MI 100.00 

JPN 27 12:00PM 
#. # 

QB2\fol3a. 130838 EXPED 25 25.00 



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned corporation has caused these Articles 

of Merger to be executed in its name this of January, 1994. 

SYBRON INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION, 
A WISCONSIN CORPORATION 

President and Chief 
Executive Officer 

This instrument was drafted by 
Kathryn M. Coates, Esq. 

OB2\6313S. -2-



EXHIBIT A 

AGREEMENT AND PLAN OF MERGER 

THIS AGREEMENT AND PLAN OF MERGER, is made and entered into as. of this 10th day of 
December. 1993, by and between Sybron International Corporation, a Wisconsin corporation (the "Surviving 
Corporation"), and Sybron Corporation, a Delaware corporation (the "Merging Corporation"). The Merging 
Corporation and the Surviving Corporation are sometimes collectively referred to herein as the "Constituent 
Corporations." , 

Recitals 

The Merging Corporation is a Delaware corporation having authorized capital consisting of 100.000.000 
shares of Common Stock, $0.01 par value per share, of which 23.170,613 shares were issued and outstanding 
as of December 1, 1993, 10,000,000 sharej of Nonvoting Common Stock, $0.01 par value per share, none of 
which are issued and outstanding, and 20,000,000 shares of Preferred Stock. $0.01 par value per share, none of 
which are issued and outstanding. 

The Surviving Corporation is a Wisconsin corporation having authorized capital consisting of 110,000,000 
shares of Common Stock, $0.01 par value per share, of which 100 shares are issued and outstanding, all of 
which are owned by the Merging Corporation, and 20,000.000 shares of Preferred Stock, $0.01 par value per 
share, none of which are issued and outstanding. 

The Merging Corporation and the Surviving Corporation have determined it to be advisable for the 
Merging Corporation to merge with and into the Surviving Corporation (the "Merger") pursuant to the 
applicable provisions of the Wisconsin Business Corporation Law ("WBCL") and the Delaware General 
Corporation Law ("DGCL") on the terms hereinafter set forth, and the Boards of Directors of the Merging 
and Surviving Corporations have each approved and adopted this Agreement and Plan of Merger and 
authorized the execution hereof. 

The parties intend that this Agreement be a plan of reorganization within the meaning of Section 368 (a) 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (the "Code"), and that the Merger be a tax free 
reorganization under Section 368(a) of the Code. 

Plan of Merger 

In consideration of the premises, tie parties hereto adopt and make this Agreement and Plan of Merger 
and prescribe the terms and conditions of such Merger and the manner of carrying the same into effect, which 
shall be as follows: 

1. Effective upon the later of (a) 5:00 p.m., Milwaukee time, on January 31, 1994, or (b) the later 
of tbe filing of Articles of Merger with the office of the Wisconsin Secretary of State and the riling of a 
Certificate of Merger with tbe office of the Delaware Secretary of State (such time and date, or filing, as 
the case may be, being referred to herein as the "Effective Date"), the Merging Corporation shall be 
merged with and into the Surviving Corporation. 

2. The manner and basu of converting the issued and outstanding shares of the Merging 
Corporation's stock and the outstanding stock options granted under tbe Merging Corporation's 1988 
Stock Option Plan. 1990 Stock Option Plan. 1993 Long-Term Incentive Plan and 1994 Outside 
Directors' Stock Option Plan (collectively, the "Option Plans") into shares of stock and stock options of 
the Surviving Corporation shall be as follows: 

(a) At the Effective Date, each of the shares of stock of the Merging Corporation issued and 
outstanding or held as treasury shares on the Effective Date shall, without any action on tbe part of 
either of tbe Constituent Corporations or any holder of such shares, be converted into an equal 
number of fully paid and nonassessable shares of the Common Stock of the Surviving Corporation 
(subject to the liability under Section 180.0622(2) (b) of the Wisconsin Statutes). 
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(b) Each stock certificate which, prior to the Effective Date.' represented issued shares of the 
Merging Corporation shall be and become on the Effective Date a certificate representing an 
identical number of shares of Common Stock of the Surviving Corporation, automatically by virtue 
of the Merger and without any action on the pan of the bolder thereof. 

(c) Each stock option granted by the Merging Corporation (under the Option Plans of (he 
Merging Corporation) and outstanding immediately prior to the Effective Date shall, by virtue of the 
Merger and without any action on the part of the holder thereof, be convened into and become a 
stock option to purchase, upon the same terms and conditions, the number of shares of the Surviving 
Corporation's Common Stock (subject to further adjustment as may be provided in the Option 
Plans) which is equal to the number of shares of the Merging Corporation's Common Stock which 
the holder thereof would have received had such holder exercised the option in full immediately 
prior to the Effective Date (whether or not such option was then exercisable). The price per share 
payable upon exercise of each of said options shall (subject to future adjustments as may be provided 
in the Option Plans) be equal lo the exercise price per share thereof immediately prior to the 
Effective Date. A number of shares of the Surviving Corporation's Common Stock shall be reserved 
for issuance upon the exercise of options outstanding or available for future grants under the Option 
Plans equal to the number of shares of the Merging Corpoiation's Common Stock so reserved 
immediately prior to the Effective Date. 

The Option Plans, and all outstanding stock options thereunder, shall immediately prior to the 
Effective Date of the Merger be automatically amended to the extent necessary to permit continuance of 
the Option Plans and continuance and conversion of said stock options into those of the Surviving 
Corporation following the Merger as provided herein, notwithstanding any provisions heretofore con
tained in such Option Plans and such outstanding stock options governing the effect of a merger of 
Sybron Corporation in which Sybron Corporation is not the surviving corporation (recognizing that the 
purpose of the Merger is solely to effect a change in corporate domicile from Delaware to Wisconsin). 

3. At the Effective Date, all of the shares of stock of the Surviving Corporation issued and 
outstanding immediately prior to tbe Effective Date shall be canceled and returned to the status of 
authorized but unissued shares. 

4. On the Effective Date, each employee benefit plan and incentive compensation plan to which the 
Merging Corporation is then a party (including, without limitation, the Option Plans) shall be assumed 
by, and continue to be the plan of, the Surviving Corporation. To the extent any employee benefit plan or 
incentive compensation plan of the Merging Corporation or any of its subsidiaries provides for the 
issuance or purchase of, or otherwise relates to, the Merging Corporation's Common Stock, after the 
Effective Date such plan shall be deemed to provide for the issuance or purchase of, or otherwise relate 
to, the Surviving Corporation's Common Stock upon the same terms and conditions. 

5. The officers and directors of the Surviving Corporation on the Effective Date shall be and 
continue to be tbe officers and directors of tbe Surviving Corporation thereafter until their successors are 
duly appointed or elected 

6. The Articles of Incorporation and Bylaws of tbe Surviving Corporation, as they exist immediately 
prior to the Effective Date, shall remain in effect as the Articles of Incorporation and Bylaws of the 
Surviving Corporation thereafter, unaffected by the Merger. 

7. On the Effective Date, the Merging Corporation shall be merged with and into the Surviving 
Corporation, which shall continue its corporate existence under the laws of the State of Wisconsin. The 
effect of the Merger shall be as provided in this Agreement and Plan of Merger and the applicable 
provisions of the WBCL and the DGCL. The separate existence and corporate organization of the 
Merging Corporation shall cease upon the Effective Date, and the Surviving Corporation shall possess ail 
of tbe rights, privileges, immunities and franchises, of a public as well as of a private nature, of each of the 
Constituent Corporations; and all property, real, personal and mixed, and all debts due on whatever 
account, including subscriptions to shares, and all other choses in action, and all and every other interest. 
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of or belonging to or due to each of the Constituent Corporations, shall be taken and deemed to be 
transferred to and vested in the Surviving Corporation without further act or deed; and the title to any real 
estate, or any interest therein, vested in either of the Constituent Corporations shall not revert or be in any 
way impaired by reason of such Merger. The Surviving Corporation shall thenceforth be responsible and 
liable for all the liabilities and obligations of each of tbe Constituent Corporations, and any claims 
existing or action or proceeding pending by or against the Constituent Corporations may be prosecuted to 
judgment as if such Merger had not taken place. Neither the rights of creditors nor any liens upon the 
property of either Constituent Corporation shall be impaired by the Merger. 

8. This Agreement and Plan of Merger shall be submitted to the shareholders of each of the 
Constituent Corporations hereto in accordance with the applicable provisions of law, and the consumma
tion of the Merger herein provided for is conditioned upon the approval and adoption hereof by the 
shareholders of the respective parties as provided by law. 

9. This Xgreernent and Plan of Merger and the Merger herein contemplated may be abandoned by 
the Board-of. Directors of either of the Constituent Corporations at any time prior to the Effective Date. 
This Agreement may be amended, modified or supplemented at any time (before or after shareholder 
approval) prior to the Effective Date with the mutual consent of the Boards of Directors of the Merging 
Corporation' and :the« Surviving Corporation; prcvided, however, that this Agreement may not be 
amended, modifie'd'oF supplemented after it has been approved by the Merging Corporation's share
holders in any manner which, in the judgment of the Board of Directors of the Merging Corporation, 
would have a material adverse effect on the rights of the Merging Corporation's shareholders or in any 
manner not permitted under applicable law. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Agreement and Plan of Merger to be executed 
by their duly authorized officers, all as of the day and year first above written. 

SYBRON CORPORATION, 
a Delaware corporation 

Py. . Is/ Kenneth F. Yontz 
Chairman of the Board, President 

and Chief Executive Officer 

Attest: /s/ R Jeffrey Harris 
Secretary 

SYBRON INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION, 
a Wisconsin corporation 

Qy. Isl Kenneth F. Yontz . 
Chairman of the Board, President 

and Chief Executive Officer 

At Iest : l i t R- Jeffrey Harris 
Secretary 
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Industrial Site Evaluation Element 
Division of Responsible Party Site 
Remediation 

New Jersey Department of Environmental 
Protection and Energy 

401 East State Street, Fifth Floor 
CN 028 
Trenton. NJ 08625-0028 

ATTENTION: I n i t i a l Notice 

Re: Cloroben Chemical Corporation 
1035 Belleville Turnpike 
Kearny, Hudson County 
Block 287, Lot 50 
ECRA Case #93261 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Enclosed please find the original and two copies 
of the Site Evaluation Submission for the above-referenced 
facility. Also enclosed is the Initial Notice review fee 
in the amount of $750.00, and a fully completed Fee 
Submittal Form. 

As discussed in my April 27, 1993 transmittal 
letter for the General Information Submission, the site 
presently i s undergoing investigation pursuant to an 
Administrative Consent Order dated October 20, 1989 
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New Jersey Department of Environmental 
Protection and Energy 

June 15, 1993 
Page 2 

("ACO") which requires the investigation and remediation, 
if necessary, of the site. The site remedial activities 
are being overseen by the Bureau of State Case Management, 
Joseph Karpa, Case Manager. Inasmuch as site remedial 
activities are being performed in accord with NJDEPE 
technical requirements under NJDEPE oversight, we 
respectfully request that the Department determine the 
Initi a l Notice to be complete without the submission of a 
sampling plan, and merge this case with the ongoing Bureau 
of State Case Management proceeding. 

NWS.es 
Enclosure 
cc: Margaret Wiener, Esq. 

Mr. Joseph Karpa (w/o 

Yours very truly, 

/Jc~ id. 5p~M 
Norman W. Spindel 

(w/ enc. 
enc.) 
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NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT Of EWHONLtEkTAL PROTECTION 
KXJSTRIA1 SITE EVALUATION HEME NT 

ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP RESPONSeUTY ACT (ECRA) 

FEE SUBMITTAL FORM 

THIS FORM MUST 8E RETURNED WITH ANY APPLICATION OR FILING 

93261 Case I (W Known) 

Case Name (Active Cases) Cloroben Chemical Corporation 

Namt CA BuskiesvCvmef toe AppficabSly D«lefn*va*on 
Check drawn bom account o< Loirenateln, Sandler 

Airiouni enclosed $750.00 
ChtoVMO.I 3 0 7 5 

PUT AN -X- IN THE APPROPRIATE PAYMENT W OTJCIS) 

V 

WOfTTHl 

Eft 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

$ 2.000 
$3,000 
* 5.000 
J 7.500 
S 1.000 
S 500 

$ 1.000 
$ 2.500 
$ $.000 
$ S.OOO 
$11,000 

• $1,000 
• $3,000 
• $7,000 
• $10,000 
• $12,000 

ACTIVITY 
Sm«|l 

BiKlr»ti 

EM 
InHlal Nolle. Rtvtew 
wihout a Sirnpfing pt*n $ 750 B 
win Sarnphig Plan wih UOT analysis. No GW montofrxj S 1.500 • 
wlh Safnpfcvj Plan otoes than 2 above of A betow $ 3,000 • 
w»t> SafripSng Plan lhal inckjdet GW rrvjolorino. $ 4.500 • 
Sarnping Data Review $ 1,000 Q 
Negatwt Declaration Review $ 250 • 

CtegnuaPUnR.vlm. 
(tsts*lot>Cctt) 
$1 $9,999 $ 1.000 • 
$10.000-$99,999 $ 2.500 • 
$100,000- $499,999 $ 5.000 • 
$500«00-$999,999 | 9,000 Q 
over $1,000,000 $11,000 O 

Cleanup Owrioht PUn 

$1-$9,999 
$10,000 -$99,999 
$100,000 $499̂ 99 
$500,000-
Over $1,000,000 

OlhM 
• $ 200 Appfcabfcty D êmWueon 
Q $ 300 DtfflMiiMCMarit̂  
• $ 500 Lin**d Convtyanc* Review 

B $ 2,000 Adrrinislralrve Consent Cvoei 

$ 500 AirttfldrneritoACO 
• $ 350 Confidertaity Claim 

$ 1.000 • 
$ 3.000 • 
S 7.000 • 
$10,000 • 
$12,000 • 

or net mr. QM 

tEACNo. 

LOWENSTEIN, SANDLER, KOHL, FISHER A BOYLAN, PJL 
A mcmsiaoHu. < 

3 0 7 5 

PAY 
TO THE 
mot* or. 

THE SuMlSQnnsOOcrs 
i$!fS.:W-

.DOLLARS 

< n n a n 1 . i n T 1 51-in n 1 r-i.» n , 1 • M ^ n n *t»(oW*i) RMMM ••OOa07 5f 1:0312007301: 0 . 2 i ? 5 0 t f 

s;i.,i>rw*,'V« îp"-.•v-v»»«i»~ ••••-.'•'•"••'"V" t ••-•;.TJ>".'--.-: 
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NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF ENVROMrlENTAL raCTECTIOK 
DTV1S10N OF HÂ AJIDOUS WASTE MANAGEMENT . 

INDUSTRIAL SITE EVALUATION ELEMENT 
CN 028. TRENTON. N J. 08623 

ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP RESPONSIBILITY ACT (ECRA) 

INITIAL NOTICE 
STTE EVALUATION SUBMISSION fSES) 

This is the second part of a two-pan appl tea tion form. This Information in ust be submitted within 45 days following 
any applicable situation as specified at NJ.A.C. 7.26B-1.5 or any triggering event as specified ax NJ.A.C. 
7:26B-1.6. Please refer to the marabou and NJAC 7:263-3.2 before filling out this form. Answer all questions. 
Should you encounter any problems in completing this form, we recommend that you discuss the matter with a 
representative from the Element. Submitting incorrect or insufficient data maycause processing delays and possible 
postponement of your transaction. Please call (609) 633-7141 between the hours of 8 JO ajn. and 4:30 p.m. to 
request assistance 

PI FAUK P*ffrt OR TYPE 
Date June 14, 1993 

1. Industrial Establishment 
Name Cloroben Chemical Corporation 

(a wholly-owned subs id iary of Standard Chlorine Chemical C o . , Inc 
Address 1035 B e l l e v i l l e Turnpike 

Citv cr Town Keamv Zip Code 07032 

Municipality : County Hudson 

A. Orxralic«al and Owriership History (Auach additional sheets if necessary) 

OirntTf' 
Uims. Operator from IA c»rrm »dtire«« 

See Attachment 1 

B. Brief description of past operation(s) conducted on site (Attach additional sheets if necessary) 

See Attachment 2 
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2. Lift aQ federal and nate etwiranmental permits applied for. or received, or both, at du facility (Attach additional 
sheas if necessary) 

Check here if no permits ire involved 

A. New Jersey Bureau of Air Pollution Control 

PtraiU CiMiricau 0»u or Rtaaoa ror D«alal Eiplrttloa 
Naabtr NUB bar Approval or Dcalsl (If applicable) Dau 

See Attachment 3 

B. New Jersey Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NJPDES) 

Dlackarft Data Issued Expiration Body of Wattr 
Namber Activity ar Denied Data Dbcharftd Into 

NJ0001856 DSW 12/12/85 1/31/91* Hackensack River 

*Renewa1 application filed August 1990 
C. United State Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Identification Number and copy of the most recent 

• Annual Report prepared pursuant io the New Jersey Hazardous Waste Regulations, (if applicable) 

ma NJD002175057 

Is a copy of ihe Annual Repon aaached? x Yes (See Attachment •___!__) No 

D. Resource. Conservation, Recovery Aa (RCRA) Permit • 

E. Bureau of Urtd̂ rground Storage Tank Refistration Numbers) N ^ A 

F. AB other federal, state, local governmental permits. 

Data of Explratloa 
Ageacy taming Permit Peralt No. Approval or Data 

Dealal 
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3. Summary of Erforctrnem Actions for Violation of Environmental Laws or Rejukuorj: 

Check here if no enforcernent actions are involved 

A. Action 1986-1993 

Wiinnnflj>wor Statute viobted NJ Water Po l lu t ion Control Act 

Tyr^gjifarc^tAfliM Notice of V i o l a t i o n 

rw^pt^ftfth^ViflLtLioa V i o l a t i o n s of BODc . COD and total anri f P ^ I 

coliform based on the a n a l y s i s of ambient waters'which a l so 

receive the discharge from f a c i l i t y operations. ' 

H o w ^ T ,K.^».Knn m îv^n T h e v i o l a t i o n s appear to be a t t r i b u t a b l e 

to runoff from adjacent propert i e s and s i g n i f i c a n t vegetat ive 

and organic matter from the n a t u r a l marshy environment. 

Permittee has requested d i f f e r e n t compliance points i n i t s 

permit renewal to separate f a c i l i t y process wastewater 

components unrelated to f a c i l i t y . 

B. rw«fA«i«i October 1985 

e^t^o/T^wnrStymievioltieil M . T g & ?1,*;-9ft 

Tyr̂ rfEnfateMneatAction Notice of V i o l a t i o n 

Tv^-ripinwofavWJMMB See item 1 0 . B . . f i r s t entry 
$5,000.00 penalty- assessment s e t t l e d for $3,000.00 

Hn-w«thevidiacBiMohwrf? See item 10 .B . , f i r s t entry 

4. Site Map 

Is this map enclosed? x Yes (See Attachment # _ 5 _ ) No 

If No, state the reason. 

(Attica additional pages, if nectssary) 
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S. rJecripb'on of Operations: 

1$ this report enclosed? X Yes (See Attachment #_6__) No 

If No. state the reason 

6. Dcscriptk» of Buildmg Heating System: 

A. How is the Industrial Establishment currently heated? fOil. Gas, Electric! flas; O i l 

How long has the Industrial Establishment been heated by the above fuel/energy source:5/70 (est)vears 

B. Was the Industrial Establishment heated by fuel oil at any time: Yes X No 

Is information on the decommissioning of underground fuel oil tanks included with item No. 14 of this form? 

Yes x No If no, explain below: No underground fuel o i l tanks 

located at s i t e . 10/000 gallon aboveground tank (diked) used 
for o i l storage removed in 1988. 

C. Ait the results of lhe Integrity Evaluation for Existing Underground Fuel Oil Tanks enclosed? 

Yes (See Attachment« ) No If no, sate the reason 

7. Summary of Industrial Establishment Wastewater Discharges of Sanitary and/or Industrial Waste: 

A. Discbarge Period 

EXOA lA. n u c h a ™ T » p » T r m m m i f} T 

1916 Present S a n i r a r y / T n ^ n e i - i r i a l g g p H r- gyc<- 0 i » 

B. If the Industrial Establishment discharges sanitary and/or industrial wastes to a publicly-owned treatment 
plant, provide the name/address of that facility. 

Name Telephone # 

Street Address 

Municipality 

Date(a) of Discharge 

1. 
2. 
3. 

State Zip Code 

Nature of Discharge 
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S, IteaMkHB Sotota***: and Waaee CY UocnpiiiMi: (A*** mldtmmt «*•*(* If mwenmr,) 

Area mr 

Material Start* 
Ca 

Typ* 
Local lo* 
Reference Type af Oat* V*J»aa*!rlc Capacity 

Storage Hall laeloll**! ( l o d e * ••He) 

A l l aboveground storage tanks have been decommissioned and removed from'the s i t e 

Dcc»a»«l«*Ualat 
or SaeapJiag 

Refer**** 

9. 

Material 
Na 

Qual i ty 
(ladlcal* 

••Ma) Lacattoa Refereace 
Storage Melhwe) 

C«*fala*r Tyae/Sli* 

Typical 
Aaaoal 

Uaag* 

To Reeaal* 
oa SH* 
(Yea * r No) 

See Attachment 7 
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10. Discharge History of Hazardous Substances and Wastes: 

A. Have there been any discharges of hazardous substances and wastes? 
_2J Yes (Complete Item B below) No (Go to Item 10C) 

B. Summary of Discharges and Resolutions 

rUcrrSntlna of f)t<<-tiar»e Evrat R*<pnn<# and RMfltutinnc 

10/7/85 Discharae of 4.000 a a l . S p i l l contained bv dikino 

of hydrochloric acid from a within a drainaae ditch. 

ruotured tank. neutralized, and removed. 

No f u r t h e r a r t i o n taken per 

NJDEPE d i r e c t i n n . 

3/1/90 malfiinrrinning valve Valve repaired; tank pumped out; 

resulting in slow leak of liquid spillage neutralized; soil 

sulfuric acid in diked area. excavated. Post-excavation s o i l 

. sampling indicating pH of 6.8-

7.6. S.U. submitted to NJDEPE. 
No further actidn required by NJDEPE. 

C. Is this Industrial Esublishment subject lo Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasure (SPCC) per 40 CFR 
Pan 112 or Discharge Prevention, Containment and Countermeasure (DPCC) Plan per NJAC 7:1E-4.1 
ttqunernents? 

X Yea ' No A copy of the Pbn(s) may be required at the discretion of the Department. 

11. Sampling Plan Proposal 

A. Is sampling proposed at the facility? Yes (See Attachment • ) No x 

If sampling is not proposed, please explain below. (Attach addhioixal sheets if necessary} 

Site sampling was proposed and executed in the Remedial 

Investigation phase of the RI/FS being conducted under the 

Administrative Consent Order (ACO) entered into between 
NJDEPE and SCCC on October 20, 1989. The ACO is administered 
Ky t-ne M.TnPPF B u r e a u n f C a s e M a n a g e m e n t . 

B. IsgrourKlwaiff samplmgprocosed? Yes - X No 

Note: If groundwater sampling is proposed under the plan, you must complete ECRA Form 002A "Request 
for Hydrogeologic Assessment" and submit it with the application. 

See 11.A. • 
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tCBA-002 

12. r>conumiraticWDecc4missicMung Plan 

A. Is the facility r>corttamiruok>n/Decommissk>nuig Plan enclosed? 

x Yes (See Aiuchmem # ) X No 

B. lf no, specify why deconuimirduWdecommissioning is not considered necessary. 

Decontamination/decomniissioninq plan to be developed as part 
*"of Feasibility Study Phase of RI/FS being performed pursuant 
to October'20. 1988 ACO 

13. Historical Data on errWronmental quality at the Industrial Establishment 

A. Were sampling results obtained on Environmental Quality for the Industrial Establishment? 

X Yes (See Attachment 9 ) No 

B. If sampling results were obtained but are not pan of this application, please explain below: 

Clproben data previously submitted on DMRs for-NJPDES 
permit and pursuant to October 20. 1989 ACO. Other 
responsible parties have submitted data to NJDEPE pursuant 
to other regulatory proceedings 

14. List any other mformation you are submitting or which has been formally requested by the Department: 

D»Cripllpn Attartiiwm a 

FFF CHrnaifiT 
Include below a breakdown of the total fee submitted with this application. (See NJJLC. 7:26B-1.10 for the 
appropriate fees.) 

Item 

1. Initial Notice Review 
i. Without Sampling Plan $750.00 
ii. With Sampling Plan that includes only underground 

storage tank analysis without groundwater monitoring 
iii. With Sampling Plan other than iL above or iv. below 
iv. With Sampling Plan that includes any groundwater monitoring . 

2. Sampling Data Review 
3. Negative Declaration Review 
4. Cleanup Plan Review ; 
5. " Oversight of Cleanup Plan ImplemematioTi 

TOTAL FEE ENCLOSED S 750.00 

ARE FEES ENCLOSED? X YES 

Page? oft 
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CERTIFICATIONS: 

A. The following certification shall be signed by the highest ranking individual at the site with overall 
responsibility for that site or activity. Where there is no individual at the site with overall responsibility for 
that site or activity, this certification shall be signed by the individual having responsibility for the overall 
operation of the site or activity. 

f canity under penalty ot law that tha Information provided Hi thla documant la 
trua, aecurata and complata. I am awara that thara ara algnltleant civil 
panaltlaa tor knowingly aubmhtlng talaa, Inaeeurata or Incomplata Information 
and that I am committing a crtma ot tha fourth dagraa If I maka a wrlttan talaa 
atatamant which I do not baltava to ba trua. I am alao awara that If I knowingly 
dlract or authorlza tha violation of N.J.S.A. l3:1K-6 at sea.. I am paraonally 
llabla tor tha panaltlaa aat forth at N.J.S.A. 13:1K-I3 

Typed/Printed Name. pcorj^ P. Wii 

Signature 

Sworn to and Subscribed Baton Ma 
onthia yy*> 

NotaryL 
WTOV *'3LIC OF NEW JERSEY 

My ComsassiM Expires May U. 19% 
B. The following certification shall be signed as follows: 

1. For a corporation, by a principal executive officer of at least the levd of vice president; 
2. For a partnership or sole proprietorship, by a general partner or the proprietor, respectively; or 
3. For a municipality. State, Federal or other public agency, by either a principal executive officer or 

ranking elected official. 

/ canity undar panalty of law that I hava paraonally axamlnad and am familiar with 
tha Information aubmlttad In thla application and all attachad documanta, end 
that basad on my Inquiry of thoaa Individual Immadiataly raaponalbla for 
obtaining tha Information, I ballava that tha aubmlttad Information la trua, 
aecurata and complata. I am awara that than ara algnltleant civil panaltlaa tor 
knowingly aubmlttlng talaa, Inaeeurata, or Incomplata Information and that I am 
committing a crime ot tha fourth dagraa If I maka a written talaa atatamant which I. 
do net believe to be true. I am also aware that It I knowingly direct or authorize 
the violation of NJ.SJk. 13:1KS et sag.. / am personally liable for the panaltlaa 
aat forth at N.J.SJL. 13:1 K-l 3 

Typed/Printed Nar*»f^»Qyis P. WiSe^ Title President 

Signature V — C 2 ^\Gx*JM Date . 

Sworn to and Subscribed Before Me 

Dalaci OOA/£ \%V3 

Wiener"^ Yitit President 

KCTtfY PUBLIC OF NEW JERSEY 
Ky Commission Expires May 14,1996 
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ATTACHMENT 1 

OPERATOR/OWNER HISTORY 

NAME 
OWNER/ 
OPERATOR FROM CURRENT ADDRESS 

Thomas A. Edison, Owner 
Co. 

Edison Storage Owner 1925 
Battery Co. 

1925 

1947 (19597) 

Emark Battery Corp. 

Keaton Rubber Co. 

Tanatex Chemical 
Corp. 

Operator Sometime during period 
1925-1947 (1959?) 

Crown Rubber Owner 
Products Inc. 

1947-1959 1959 

Owner 1959 

Operator 1959 

Standard Chlorine Owner 1962 
Chemical Co. 

1962 

1962 

Present 

Sybron Chemicals Inc. 
P.O. Box 66 
Birmingham, NJ 08011 

* Based on available information obtained by reasonably diligent efforts. 

OS1003ATYNWS3268 



ATTACHMENT 2 

DESCRIPTION OF PAST OPERATIONS 

The Thomas A. Edison Co., the Edison Storage 

Battery Co. and Emark Battery Corp. were manufacturers of 

batteries. Both acid and lead-lined acid equipment were 

used on site by these companies. Crown Rubber Products 

Inc. and Keaton Rubber Co. were manufacturers of insulating 

raw rubber parts, including electrical insulators and 

electrical rubber plugs. These activities are believed to 

have involved the use of rubber, various vulcanizing 

agents, antioxidants and mineral f i l l e r s . 

Tanatex Chemical Corporation was a producer of dye 

carriers for the textile industry. Processes used by 

Tanatex are believed to have involved the use of various 

surfactants and solvents, including methylmephthalenes, 

alkylated naphthalenes, trichlorobenzenes, dichloroben-

zenes, biphenyl and other common dye carrier solvents. 

Finally, from 1962 to 1982, Standard Chlorine 

Chemical Co., Inc. ("SCC") processed bulk dichlorobenzenes 

to make paradichlorobenzene solids and liquid technical 

orthodichlorobenzene at the site. Paradichlorobenzene was 

screened and packaged in 1, 50 and 300 pound containers; 

orthodichlorobenzene was contained in bulk storage prior to 

sale or further use by SCC or its subsidiaries. Until 

1985, SCC also stored bulk dichlorobenzene mixtures on 

site, and received and stored bulk hydrochloric acid for 

local bulk distribution. 

06l4aaATYNWS326» 



ATTACHMENT 3 

AIR POLLUTION CONTROL PERMITS/CERTIFICATES 

030263 

030267 

065590 

065591 

065592 

065593 

Desianation 
Original Current Status of 

Desianation Stack « App, Date Ext>. Date Eauiorent 

Cleaver Brooks Boiler #1 003 03/07/77 09/01/91 out of 
service 

Cleaver Brooks Boiler «3 005 03/07/77 09/01/91 removed 

Tank 18 Vent 010 09/15/88 removed 

Tank 19 Vent 011 09/15/88 removed 

Tank 20 Vent 012 09/15/88 removed 

Tank 25 Vent 013 09/15/83 09/15/93 removed 

0614A3ATYNWS3268 



ATTACHMENT 4 

Standard Chlorine Chemical Co., Inc. 
Site Name 1035 B e l l e y ^ 1 " Ti.mpiVa 

Kearny, MJ 07032-0602 

EPA ID No. N_ J D. SLQ 2_ - L l — i _0.-i.Z_ 

OFFICIAL USE ONLY 
Ann. Fee 
RA 
Date 
Rec'd By 

1991 FEE VERIFICATION WORKSHEET 

INSTRUCTIONS: Complete the below fee category infonnation. If your site is required to 
submit a fee, then attach the check were indicated. 

Attach check here (do not send cash) 

Make Payable to: Treasurer State of New Jersey 

Mail Report to: NJDEPE, Bureau of Revenue 
CN417 
428 East State Street 
Trenton, NJ 08625-0417 
Attention: Manifest Section 

Fee Category 

I I No Fee This site (company) rnanifested less than 1J3 tons of 
hazardous waste for the calendar year . 

| X | $200.00 This site (company) manifested 133 tons or more of 
hazardous waste but less than 10 tons of hazardous waste 
during the calendar year. 

| | $300.00 This site- (company) manifested 10 tons or more of 
hazardous waste but less than 100 tons of hazardous waste 
during the calendar year. 

| | $400.00 This she (company) rnanifested 100 tons or more of 
hazardous waste during the calendar year. 

Other, the attached check is for multiple sites as 
identified on the reverse side of this form. 



SION TABU? 

Tons « Gallons (0x8.34 
2000 

Pounds (P) divided by 2000 

Cubic Yards (Y) x 1684.8 
2000 

Liters (L)x 2-03 
2000 

Kilograms (K) x 2,204. 
2000 

If the check attached Is for multiple sites, then list below the 
EPA Identification Number for each site with each site's 
appropriate fee indicated. 

EPA ID No. 

Sitel HJD 002 17S 057 

She 2 

Site 3 

Site 4 ! 

Site 5 

FEE 

200.00 

Total as recorded on the attached check 5 200.00 
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FORMIC 

Soc VI • Generator Status EPA 10 NO. N J Q TlOtO t2 II li T« 3lb IS |7 I 

A. 19E1 G»nwUM status 
instruction page 7 
tCHfiCX ONE BOX BELOW) 

SX 1 FTWAJOO" 
• X FM 
• 3 SCO 

• 1 
I (SUP TO SEC V«) 

C 1 Non genarstor [CONTINUE TO BOX S) 

B. fWson for not geniaafraj 
rHo«S 
(CHECK ALL THAT APPLY) 

• 1 Nn 
• 2 Out of 
• 3 CnK/nducMord 

• 4 CVayra>>r_naoaw«aaai 
• S PertooJo oreeeaotar 
• e Wtta mkwTfemaon 
• 7 Otw (SPtCfY COMMENTS IN BOX SSLOW) 

Sec VII • Cn-Site Waste Management Status 
A HexarCouaweawperminscerimarwieiatue 

savage 
Instruction paga 10 

LU 

K Old trui sits bagin or tipand 1KUOL 
raauctta» activity during 1990 or 18917 
Instruction p«fl« I I 

• 1 Yee 
83 2 No 

fl. Hazardous w i n permitted or Interim 
status Oestmant, aispeosi, or racyoir*, recycling 
Paga 10 

LLJ 

C Hsrerdowt waata^atnot abetment. 

•agatl 

Soc VIII - Waste Minimization AcrJvty during 1990 or 1991 
8. OidtNseno begin or expand a 

fI*_Sllr& activity e\jra«j 1990 or 19917 
Paga 12 

• 1 Yes 
£ t 2 No 

C Old Wa ait* systemaacaly investigate opporkinMes 
to* aaurct Ttiucfan cr nty-toa curing 1990 or 1991? 
Paga 12 

• 1 Yea 
• 2 No 

a Q^«^<w«x-i>^iM«a^«riti«iiM 

Paga 12 
(0*£CK YES OR NO FOR EACH rrEae) 

£rf _f 2 a. 
Ql CD 2 b. 
•1 Gl 2 a. 

Ol • 2 

B 8: 
Dt • 2 
•1 83 2 
•1 fi. 2 

o. 
a. 
I 
9. 
a. 
L 
I. 

•teufSciont capital la eiatae* naw aouroa reduction aguiprnofft or Implement new aourca rsducBon 
Ucfcaftaclv^fcaarniaecwowa^ 
Source ladueBan Is not eooroenicaatyfeastte: oa«awra^ai<raatarnawagan 
BM capital bMaatrmm 
Concern Baa proouct ojuefty aiay decaVMaaareautof aourcareducaon 
Technical BftataBoaa af tie production proooiiei 

Saurca raouoion ere«aMay <a^ 
S^aTcarajajca f̂lepnyaoualyafaptaiiieiee^ De ooonorricaffy 
Sourea radacBon pmnijua1» awptaiiiaiiiatl» atMtaanal reduction doee wot appaar "a te teaoMa due to 
OerarSPeOr^a»AUf34nWBC«8a^ 

E. Old any of BM factor* tead 11I0 1 map orarn>««» aHa'aabaHyia 
Page 12 
(CHECX YES OR NO FOB E«CH oat) 

Zea m 
InaufBHanl rapiNI to bwtal naw racyotng aculpmara 
or ta^pwrnont new njcyavngraratilloa 
L*dc oltacrinical iniornurtionon racyctng rtcMquf Q l D 2 

~ 0 2 
• 2 
• 2 

eew or sddttonei on-tite or efMMo during 1990ar 1901? 

ft £3 
a. 

• 1 C3 2 0. 

• 1 Q 2 a. 

Eh • 2 d. 

Ch Bl 2 a. 

Ch G9 2 1 

C i • 2 9-

xpoScaoU to avis tpecaac procKjOon procawn Qf 
Racycflng knot »onrewT*ca*y feu&a; eoat tavings in 
waataaianaganiemerpioducaeflw^ D l 
cepWil aTreaaTteAt 
Concern tutfproMe^Maly mey decOr* a* ere Q l 
of racycBnB 
Ffrguiramoritttona«i«sitw Q l 

«Aa«—laat«yp~i«<OiMlrt^ 
racyeBng ffli 
Technical Im*Mont of producOon proeeeeee inrtttt 
eNcrnantt cfl Use aa lecycang 

• 2 h. Tochnfcailrnltoaor* of ewduceon promises laMbit 
on-aite raeycBng 

. Porrnrttirtg oufdone â MoA farŷ Bng 
L Uck Of permitted ofl-ah> lacyclng faeftaM 
k. Ur\m&* ia idenefy a markat lor recyctahle eurerijUs 
L RaeycBng previously Intoisrnsntod - addlaerial 

lacycangdc^naappewtttetacra^^ 
G3 2 m. Pecydlng prsnioualy lrnc*arnantad - addrSoneJ 

racyelrtg doaa not appear to ba ecctfWacaly feasible 
O O aft B^LmjaaL^haB^BkaVJ eadaaak^^BM aa^Bh^ BBaakJaa^aaBBiakaaa^B^Bl a ^ ^ M A A d i 

f»cyJnq do»t not lopw fci bt tofbM dut W 

• 2 a. 0mK(8PK^COMa^SM80X8EU>V) 

IcMMMite: C 1 * * n u p * c t i v i c i « * ^ lnceria reoadlal actions are the major sources of our 
jv̂ mww. hazardous waste. 
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tXTEft Standard Chlorine Chemical Co . , In 
OTPMAMS 1035 Belleville Turrtotke 

Kearny, NJ 07032-0602 1991 Hazardous Waste Report 

gFAONO. IN.J.DIIO.O.ZIIL.T.SIIO.S.TI FORM 

GM WASTE GENERATION AND 
tUNAGniFMT 

INSTRUCTIONS: H*tt*iii*ii\imtoto»b^)nni*qmp*Q*nal1» 1891 HaaaloutW%Mt»»aQmbatUmb»t^«atrvi»«r^tmtorm. 

S e c A. nm * —i Filling machine equipmenc rinsate. Hydrochloric Acid, and Sulfuric 
i« «• PHI i* v a s ^ solution at low concentration (less thaa 0.1Z pH 1-3) 

a - a w — — — — m i n i m * i i t i t 

1 1 1 1 1 l l l l l ( l l l l 

••#»»• 
1 1 1 l l^lAf 1 I I l i i i 

a ac*»M 
•*(•<• 
12i 8i 4i 2| 

tov,—.l i j 
•agate •*«• IT 

IAP i11 
>««.ir 

iLl iail |0|5, 

1 i ^ . i r r , " r ' 

til 
X » i » m l t 

111 

( . C M t. l 7t 6 | 6 i » i - t . i 9 i 3 M 9 | i .7i6i4 t7t.i0tlt.i01 

«- I I I 1 I l-l I f -LJ * M i l l l - L - L J - L J e. t t i i i i.t i l.i i 

See. 
1 

a j r e u — 

WM M a a t a p s M l k i M i 
• A « a j a « « i a t a M ( / N r W 

See. 
1 »»e»«e" 

**•> UBBJ wtfeamf 

•>«••» WM M a a t a p s M l k i M i 
• A « a j a « « i a t a M ( / N r W 

1 1 t i i I S I O . O . O . J , I i i i i il I 8 | 7 | 0 I J 0 I L_5l 1 t* 1 1 »»-• 
M f Veel e S M B M S I D fti*nM tA 

L_5l 1 t* 1 1 
a^mj a meavB̂ eew êeiam v v a e v j i mj 

• * m pa»ioaae.a) 

lyr r r i I i i i i i l i 8, 7, Q j Q 
^ • O v a » j M l a a > ^ « > M a ) a > i l i l r i i « J I 

IMI f A i i i i i i i i i i r-i i 

See. A, «*a)a*vat e»J« 
a a»aaa>aDaae.a| 

a a*aeaa.ara 

L J L ^ J L J L ^ J 
t v - a » 

IMI 1 t I 

• t l 

L J 

•atai 

1 t » I t » l » » M l 

Sta 
2 

a BVCMa-WaiT m — « 

i _ L l i l t I I f L J i t t i » i i i i t j t 

Sae. 
ay 

A> CM III • • • l *t Wtl — a * —•«••>«» 

IWl vl 3) lYYl fri 
1WI L.J IYYI I I 

C O M * 

• I *a> 
Q l a* 

a t i a . tooMiauBiQecsei 
a w» <w«a«o»«a^0Mn*ra) 

I I I l l l l INIAI.U 

a. A—ir/im ••!>!.• 
•*e»ei 

LULfil. L J l l l l l | 1 | 2 | 3 | 0 M , 

Comments: Section IV, Box F - Annual reduction not based on production Index. 
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t&OKCCrnNOfOIU. „. 
ENTEPt Standard Chlorine Chemical Co., Inc. 
jfrgĵ ŷg 1033 Belleville Turnpike 

Kearny, MJ 07032-0602 

CPA DNO. jwtJfDl 1p.Qt2l I Xl 7t 5l I 0 S j FORM 

GM 

1991 Hazardous Waste Repot 

WASTE GENERATION AND 
MANAGEMENT 

INSTRUCTIONS: BfeadtwoetadeOlMteai^ 

Sac. 
I Unused waste fuel o i l from tank bottoms. 

a BFAKuw 
H a * I t 

i ni fX fl 11 I I IN IAI 

L_LJJL4 I I |N|A| t I p fA, 

C Satohua 
Paoattl 

1 l I Xi 7i 2i 6 I I 1 t i i i 

*«g«ie 

I 2| 8| 4, 2} 

a onavi mi L ? i 
Pajaie 

a,—*. IMI ft 1*1 
IT 

IA |5 |8 | 0J 

n. « m a 

lai2i0i 6 
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i IT 

OJ 
A aaaaaaaTlta 

n a t N 

a 1 I » t I l. 

«• I I I I I I-i. I I-L—l a • l l l l M I M l 

L J < I I I M l-l I l-l_J a ' ' ' ' ' l-l i i-r I 

Sac 

I i i i i I I | H | A U I 

a C»a»a»jaawa)aiti«BM 

••aaia 

I t I I I i l i 0 | 0 | 0 | . i 0 t 

CUM 

lb I l 7 l . |6|7 t 

a 0MO»aiaaiaa/a«e» 

Q t « • ajocnajtioaMaaim 

S t n» aaa>Teaaca) 

o»«e 
I"' » 1 • l l I I I I I I l-l l Hat I I I » l » « » l l « ' «-i « 

Sec • i TajtscameuaTDaaie 
t BaewreeatM 

1 
a araew«.«iae»a n u*eaiia) 

**a>at 

!p,A,o||oi6t4||3i7, 5lkt7,ol I u l 0 t 6 t l i 

a w iii •iinee i m 
••a*" 

l l j 

& taannajeejmai i m 

It K l X l X l X l l l O l O i O ^ O i 

She 
2 

a a>*ON».̂ »ji»» in—ma,, in 

TLJLJLXXJLLXJ 
* M . a i 

IMI 1 1 1 
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Ccvnntarts: Boiler was changed from oil to gas fuel. 
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Attachment 

Attach a list of hazardous waste manifests for this form. The list must include the uniform 
hazardous waste manifest document number and the date of the shipment. The back of Form GM 
may be used for this purpose. 

noeurnewt Number Pitt Shipped 

PAC 3927980 " 07/26/91 - Waste Oil 
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ENTER Standard Chlorine Chemical Co., lac. 
STE NAME 1Q3S Belleville Turnpike 

Kearny, KJ 07032-0602 

EPA DNO. iNtJiDl I01O12II ll 7i d I 0> S j FORM 

GM 

1991 Hazardous Wasta Report 

WASTE GENERATION AND 
MANAGEMENT 

INSTRUCTIONS: Paaritraroetaaadlaeavdemb^^ 

S M . 
I ,*•..» Transformer mineral o i l - PCB contaminated less than 500 opa PCBs. 

•• •I*™-•-•«-• I I iVl L-Ul 1±J 
I I P IM I I t Nl Al 1 1 iNtAi 

a te** 
PagaM 

I ?l fil al 71 

C OHgk«B»> l_3 
PagaM 
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• tt 

1 1 K 17ft in i ' i i i i i i 

0. M t a ' M t w m a 
P m IT 

LU 
Paga ir 

IB I 2| M 91 
* CM 

t I I I IK1 ^1 -1 I |.|_J a I I l 1 l-l } 

a 1 I I |N| A j - L J - J - L J * l 1 1 1 1 i-i 1 I*! I a, I 1 1 1 1 l.l 1 1.1 1 

S M . 

| 1 I I l 1 1 | W | A l . l l 

OM^rrtimp** I 

a Cftataa/amaaaM a) MM 
P-»«J 

,0,0,0,0,01 ,2,2 t7,.i0, 

C UOM 

L?J l N I A I . 1 1 1 

a eWMaal»a*aa /a f« i *MaatB]»M 

• I Tat tSDMrMJl lDmratfy 

X2< **> ff*P10«Ca) 
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C I p a a ^ M . 
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I I I I I I I I I I .LJ 

l » a * / » 

1 I I . L J 

P. aMiaaai 
Pee* at 

I I I I I I I I I l -LJ 

^ m m a i t t Transformer Mineral Oil was at a max 83 ppn PCB level, probably a more precise 
test method would have shown no PCB yet we had to accept the Vaste Designated 

' Facility Test results. p . q . 6 „ u 



Attach a list of hazardous waste man ifrtn for this form. The list must include the uniform 
hazardous waste manifest document number and the date of the shipment The back of Form GM 
may be used for this purpose. 

DocomCTt Number Date Shipped 

NJA 1030609 03/13/91 - Transformer Oil 
less Chan 500 ppm PCB 
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ENTER: Standard Chlorine Chemical Co., Inc. 
STTE NAME I03S Bel lev i l le Turnpike 

learny, NJ 07032-0602 

EPA DNO. |»Uto| loioi 2II it 7i 5II oi a j FORM 

GM 

1891 Hazardous Wastt Report 

WASTE GENERATION AND 
MANAGEMENT 

INSTRUCTIONS: RMS' Sie oaejied tnaeuc&one beginning on page 13 ot ttM 1981 Haaaroaue Wue Paport booklet before oomoiettng Mt kwnv 

8 M 
I 

"JJ~"ig Drained e l e c t r i c a l equipment (transformer carcass less than 1 
pound PCB) 
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a nm—»n 1 n o m t i 
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IMI I I I 
«•*•,.» net 

I I I I I I I I I t-l I 

Q»ant,wotlMt 
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See.I AH—/«<t*i mi •>!.*•«»«•*»> B i VMpxreueioeoKa) 
1 MaKVToetB.il, 
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•jar avaa 
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P>0» at 
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See. 
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» ' ' ' ' ' l ' « ' l ' 

p. i te iaw 

I I 1 I I I I I I I .LJ 

Comments: Transformer carcass. 



Attachment 
Attach a list of hazardous waste manifests for this form. The list must mciude the uniform 
hazardous waste manifest document number and the date of the shipment The back of Form GM 
may be used for this purpose. 

ItoWTIwm Number Date Shipped 

HJA 0966204 03/13/91 - Transformer carcass 
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BEFORE COPYING FORM. 
ENTER; Standard Chlorine Cheaical Co.. In 
sntHHJte 1035 Belleville Turnpike 

Kearny, MJ 07032-0602 

EPAoNO. |w n m I |niftt? I h i7tsl Int si TJ FORM 

PS 

1991 Hazardous Waste Report 

WASTE TREATMENT. DISPOSAL, 
OR RECYCLING PROCESS 

SYSTEMS 

INSTRUCTIONS: B^to6*Wt4\n»*JC3tcf*b^riwanf»Q»3aot** tOfll H e a v e d Vttaiai Pa>yortT>nnt1alha.Vira ocv^pirtng ftg term. 

Sae. 
I 

w i « i « m a ) M i i i a ) f f t | > ^ a H * a i 
> — a H » > « t » a i 

Equalization and neutralization of 0-002 and other influents for VPDES XJ 0001856 
pending application approval to construct 

l a a^*Jafea*A ty jM 

Paf ta i 

IMI 1 ! 2 ! 1 ! 
P M . M 

|0,2 

o. Oaa a IMW*-

ejLi 

Sac 
I UOM 

A> IMIHai i I w m y 
kMauetan * • • • • ) 

~ I I I I I I i t IWIALI » U L U . L L I 

I I I I ' I I ' ' I l ' ' D i a - / - . 

I I • ' I ' I I ' I ' 

T— I I I I I I I I I I I J I 

KCFM I I I I I 1 I I I I L l I 

mm I I I I I I t I t I I J I 

c lenaiuaiaeu 
Pt»*» 

T ~ 1 I I I I I I I I I ULJ L J I I I 

U N » I ' I I I ' I I * • • « 

a— i i * i i I l I I l l-l I 

Qa. 

a tan 
P*a><* UOM 

I l t I I l I t I t U t L J 1 1 j . 1 | [ 

•CM I I I I I I I I I I U U LJte»/a- a O , 

mm I t I I I I I I I I I J I 

u L J _ l t U - I a U - J 

Maya 

M M * 

Sac • 
Jj£l ValCOMTMUSTOeOXa) -
Q t tairnasPOPataicoMPUTi) 

a Naaa 
P»0»«J 

T— I I I I I I 1 1i Si *i 5 L I 0 | L?J 

M I I I M I I 3 * . U 
l I i I i I i L 5| S 5,.t 0, 

C PWaal|faaTalaHaaga 
Paga« 

111819121 

C 

UJ 

a 4+1 m mitt i 

I I Nl AJ % 

Convnents: - Section I I I , Box B, the operational capacity per day is 1,5*5 gallons at 
8.4 Ibs./gal. 

- Section I I I , Box C, planned for 1992 yet no approvals as of 2/25/92. 
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lePowcarvNCifQBu. 
e * r E * Standard Chlorine Chemical Co., Inc 
SfTENAUg 1035 Belleville Turnpike 

Kearny, NJ 07032-0602 

EPAONO. I?f I.T mJ 1 ni 012 fl U 71 1̂015171 

FORM 

Ol 

1991 Hazaroous Waste Report 

OFF-SITE IDENTIFICATION 

INSTRUCTIONS: ft* <1*»^ h«n wtom 

site 
1 

TCgTo-HT*.!..! ...im •«—»—. 

IPlAiDfl 06 ,*H3i7i5 f|4,7.0l Delaware Container C o . , I n c . 

C I M > »aa p4EKAi.TVWTAm.Yl 

• To m * i 

KXnoi 

X * t * M < H l l l l l l > W l l 

— ' W**r Mrh_Av». A V * n » y 
^ C o a t s v i l l e _ .P.A, , I , 9 , 3 , 2 , 0 , _ , , , , , 

5 H a 1 A t f A O M f c l »» Ml r»M»ac* «r r»TWM» 

• j J l P l A ,0119,8,111 1,1, 3||7,4 ,9| 

a Nam af bMaajaa. ar«*MaaiW 

P P M I n c . 

C. H a l * * * * * * p ^ X M A l M A T A m * ) 

9% na* 

^ 4105 Whitaker Ave. 

aa PTvMariVlpMa mm 1P1A1 i l i Oi ti 9i A i - i i i i i 

•TOTpCPAATlCJ .1 • araaaaaW -

U I.T m H n u i i f l u 71 n l U i * is 1 G&S Motor Bfluioment Co. Ine . 
C. l l m f II Tinpi 

pojKJUiwrAmn 

tt W» 

1800 Harrison Ave. 

•—r Kearnv — 1H1J, 3fiU . 0 . 7 , 0 , 3 , 2 , » , , , , , 

Sto" 
4 

TCJAtTCTi lT ! iT 

1 . , II , , II • . II . . 1 

r a . _ _ Saa> 1 .1 1 & a » l l l l , l " l l l l l 

4 t t # A i H C I M . J « K l i , l « m » i n « 

-̂ 1 . , II , . II . , II , , 1 
a M a a - a f l - r i - - | - | - | - a / a u u j j u i 

a lU-LAU^rx paKXAUTMATAffUl 

0 m 
* mm. \ 1 J S L . l l l l l | _ l l l l l 

a lU-LAU^rx paKXAUTMATAffUl 

0 m 

CommantK 
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ATTACHMENT 6 

DESCRIPTION OP OPERATIONS 

Cloroben Chemical Corporation ("Cloroben"), a Standard 

Chlorine Chemical Company ("SCC") subsidiary, formerly operated 

a small batch formulation and blending operation at the site 

producing various solvent and inorganic chemicals for use in 

cleaning drains and sewers. From 1963 to 1987, 

orthodichlorobenzene was blended with soap and surfactants to 

make an emulsifiable drain chemical. From 1982 to 1990, 

methylbenzoate blends were produced for the same end use, and 

from 1990 to March 1993, terpene solvent blends were used for 

the same end use. Other drain cleaner products were formulated 

from sulfuric acid and hydrochloric acid. Miscellaneous 

caustic-based drain cleaners and bacteria enzyme blends were 

also blended and packaged at the site. Caustic soda, caustic 

potash, alkaline salts of the detergent family, aluminum dross, 

and bacterial cultures were used in these formulas. 

The production process for solvent-based products 

involved transfer of the solvent and surfactant from aboveground 

storage tanks to a 3,000 gallon batch mix tank. The materials 

were mechanically blended to a homogeneous mixture and transfer

red to a final product storage tank. The product was sent to a 

filling machine for packaging in containers ranging in size from 

one pint to 55 gallons. Acid-based products were stored in bulk 

in aboveground storage tanks and were transferred directly to 

the filling machines for packaging in quart, half gallon and one 

gallon plastic containers. These packaged goods were stored 

until commercially distributed. 

061493ATVNWS32BS 



HAZAjmous smsxmWCBJwam unamvomt 

MKZKIAX OUARXTZ 
firoiCATK TOITS> 

LOCAXiomr STOBAGS NRBOO 
COBTAXWgg TTfK/SIZK 2 

TXPXCAL 
Mngu, 

r3 

TO 
OBT 8XTB 
CTKS OB M»* 

S u l f u r i c Acid 

Cloroben 
Open-Wide 

(Sodium Hydroxide-/ 
sodium percarbonate) 

3 drums 

8 drums 

Plaatic drums/55 9*1. 

1 

Cloroben Aid-Ox 2,660 lbs. 
(Sodium Percarbonate 

Plastic containers/1 gal., 
5 gal.; steal drums/ 
55 gal. 

1 All materials presently stored in the northwest corner of building #2, identified aa location A on the site map. 

Unless otherwise indicated, storage type/size is as followst 

1. steel drums/55 gal. 
2. fiber drums/30 gal. 
3. metal pails/5 gal. 
4. glass bottles/4 os. 
5. glass bottles/1 lb. 

3 Hot applicable; production has ceaeed. 

4 All materials to be removed from site. 



MAXXKIAL 

WAKE 
QOAWTITT LOCAIIOBT 

flirPICATE CTITS) BgrgggHCK1 

Cloroben Chloroclean 2 palls 
(Sodium Hydroxide)/ 
aluminum) 

Sodium Hitrata 1 drum 

naphthalan* 1 drum 

Paints/coatings 17 containers 

Activatad Alumina 8 drums 

Oxalic Acid 1 bag 

Sodium Sulfite 1 drum 

Ammonium Sulfate 2 begs 

Solvent/Perfume 1 drum 
mixture 

Solvent/ 1 drum 
Surfactant blend 

Chlorinated 1 drum 
hydrocarbon/ 
surfactant blend 

Sulfuric Acid/ 1 drum 
Calcium Silicate 
mixture 

Pentachlorophenol 1 pail 

Para Nitrochloro- 1 pail 
bensene 

T Y P I C A L TO U M U B T 
8I0RACB MRBOD AORTAL OST SIT* 
COTAJTO TTPK/BTgxZ OSAGE3 fTKS OB mo)* 

Plastic pails/10 gal., 
5 gal. 

2 

1 

Steel drum/30 gal.; 
pails/5 gal.; cans/1 gal.; 
plastic bottles/quart 

2 

Plastic bag/50 lb. 

2 

Bags/100 lb. 



MATKKIAL 

Cadmium Sulfate 

Marcoptobenso-
thiasole 

Chromium Trioxide 

Arsenic Trioxida 

Barium silicon 
florid* 

Barium diphenyl 
amine sulfonate 

Arsenic Acid 

Lead Acetate 

Barium Chloride 

Cadmium Chloride 

Sulfur 

Lithium Carbonate 

Sodium in Naphtha, 
SOX 

Hexachlorophene 

Cobaltous nitrate 

Glyco GSD 550, 
Dimethyl 

OjOAeTTXTr 
(iroiCATE roiTSi 

2 o s . 

8 os . 

1 l b . 

4 os . 

8 os . 

1 os . 

4 o s . 

5 l b . 

1 l b . 

1 l b . 

1 l b . 

1 l b . 

2 cans 

1 os. 

4 os . 

2 j a r s 

LOCAXIOBT 
EEI 

a 

STOBAGI METHOD 

cpjiiMm TTPE/aia2 

glass bottle/2 os. 

glass bottle/8 os. 

glass bottle/1 lb. 

4 

glass bottle/6 os. 

glass bottle/1 os. 

4 

glass bottle/5 lb. 

5 

5 

5 

5 

metal cans/2 lb. 

glass bottle/1 os. 

glass bottle/1 os. 

glass jars/1 lb. 

-3-

ZZPICAL to nmaaM 
AnrjAL OsT SITE 
TJJSAfil3 ( T K S ot MO) 



MATMIAL QUAST1TT. LOCAIIO* 
—MUSS. (iroiCATE fwiTS) tZOBZSQ 

B r - C l Hydantoin 1 j a r 
Glyco DCDMH Hydantoin 

Glyco Glybrom 1 jar 

Lithium 
Hypochlorita 

2 jare 

Sodium Chlorite 2 jars 

Cyanuric Acid, iso 2 jars 

Mercury 1 bottle 

Aluminum Droas 2 lbs. 

Manganese powder < 1 bottle 

Cuprous Chloride 1 lb. 

Sodium Bromide 1 lb. 

Sodium Dichromate 1 lb. 

Sodium Fluoride 2 OS. 

Stannous Chloride 1 lb. 

Thiourea 1 lb. 

Calcon 250 gm. 

Biopal VRO-20 1 bottle 
( 2 0 \ a v a i l a b l e 
i o d i n e ) 

TYPICAL TO HMAJJI 
STOBAG* MBXBOD AUOAL OST s i n 
COHTAHTKB TTPK/SIZK2 (TBS OK VQl* 

5 

5 

glass jar/2 lb. 

glass jar/2 lb. 

5 

Plastic bag 

5 

5 

5 

5 

glaee bottle/2 os. 

5 

5 

glass bottle/250 gm. 

glass bottle/6 os. 



KAXKB.IAL 

Corbatach 99 

Corbatach 100 

Nacap 

Ottasept 

Pravantol C14 
(Sodium 2 -
Mercapto Benso-
thiazola 50%) 

Mercapto-
banzotbiazole 
powder 

Disodium 2,5 
Dimereapto 
1,3,4 Thiadiazola 

Ammonium 
B i t l o r i d e 

Ammonium Iron 
Sulfate 

Chromium Metalium 

Ferroua Ammonium 
Sulfate 

QQABTITr 
(irolCATK UKTTS) 

2 bottles 

2 bottlee 

2 lbs. 

4 oa. 

1 quart 

2 bottles 

1 bottle 

1 b o t t l e 

1 bottle 

1 b o t t l e 

2 bottles 

LOCATIOM 
BBrTfflKsTCB3 

Ferric Chloride 1 bottle 

Molybdic Acid 2 bottles 

Potassium Bromide 1 b o t t l e 

v 

a 

TYPICAL TO BBCAIJr 
STOBJbSS KCTB0O ABJTUAL OsT 8 I T I 
COTAim TTPBVBIZB2 fTlfH OB WO\* 

4 

4 

4 

4 

plastic bottle/1 qt. 

glass bottles/2 lb. 

5 

5 

5 

5 

4 

4 

5 

4 

-5-



MATKXTAL 
__KAM£ 

QOARITT LOCATIOH 
flKDICATE UHITSl MFERKHCE1 

Potassium Chromate 

Potassium Cyanide 

Potassium 

Perrocyanide 

Potassium Iodide 

Potassium Nitrate 
Various liquid 
and dry caustic 
lab blends 

1 bottle 

1 bottle 

1 bottle 

1 bottle 

1 bottle 

1 box 

TYPICAL TO BEMAIH 
STORAGE NETBOO AORTAL Off SITE 

TMT/SW USA££3 UES^KJUl* 

box with glass 
bottles/4 oz. and 
8 oz. 


